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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 07/05/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that modified system and method does not teach 
"access rights ... are updated with delivered fime data in response to a delivered time". 
Examiner disagrees. 

Lagenveij discloses media delivery network comprising a media server [content 
server 3: Figure 2] to store the content to deliver to a content consumer upon request 
and an assessment module 10 to control the content delivery based on access rights to 
requested content [condifional grant of access to the content stream: 45] [If a content- 
access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the assessment module will close the 
content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048]. 

Because Lagen/veij discloses assessment module of the content server controls 
the content delivery by allowing users to access the content for a limited time [content 
duration: 0040, 0048], after which access is blocked, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that the content server must have timing mechanism to determine content 
delivery fime (i.e., delivery of the content to the content consumer is fimed) and further 
to update remaining fime duration for content access that is allowed to the user (i.e., 
updafing access rights as claimed). Therefore, the system as modified would teach 
"access rights ... are updated with delivered fime data in response to a delivered fime". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1 - 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lagerweij et al. (US20030217163A1) in view of Seago et al. (US20040054923A1). 

1.1 Regarding Claims 1 & 35, Lagerweij discloses media delivery network comprising 
a media server [content server 3: Figure 2] to store the content to deliver to a content 
consumer upon request and an assessment module 10 to control the content delivery 
based on access rights to requested content [conditional grant of access to the content 
stream: 45] [If a content-access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the assessment 
module will close the content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048]. 

Because Lagerweij discloses assessment module of the content server controls 
the content delivery by allowing users to access the content for a limited time [content 
duration: 0040, 0048], after which access is blocked, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that the content server must have timing mechanism to determine content 
delivery time (i.e., delivery of the content to the content consumer is timed) and further 
to update remaining time duration for content access that is allowed to the user (i.e., 
updating access rights as claimed). 
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Although, Lagerweij does not explicitly teach digital rights server to store 
content consumer rights and content owner rights as claimed, it is obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that LagenA^eij system must have a server to store content 
consumer rights because Lagenweij teaches content delivery system based on 
consumer's rights-to-access defined by content owner [owner of the content defines the 
right of access according to rules which can be configurable by owner: 0040]. 

Seago discloses wireless content delivery network 100 [Figure 1] comprising 
data storage server (claimed media server and digital rights server) to store content 
consumer rights defining access rights of a content consumer with respect to content 
[Client rights profiles 158: Figure 1] and content owner rights defining access policies to 
the content as established by content provider [Access/Rights Rules Sets 160: Figure 
1]. Seago also teaches that access rights of the content consumer are updated when 
requested content is delivered to the content consumer as necessary [content action is 
performed at 276 followed by an updating as necessary of the client rights profiles: 
0042]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention of made to modify access Lagerweij's pay-per-time content delivery 
network with digital right server as taught by Seago to maintain and update the content 
consumer access rights and owner rights as claimed. One of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention of made to do this to provide improved content delivery network 
without the need for extensive signaling within network devices. 
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1 .2 Claim 17 is the method claim rejected for the same reason as stated above in 
Claim 1 rejection because claimed steps substantially close to corresponding steps 
executed by means cited in Claim 1 . 

1 .3 Claim 28 is also rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claims 1 & 17 
rejection. It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the modified method and 
network teaches monitoring method as claimed because the network provide pay-per- 
time media delivery method based on each media session i.e., in case of delivering live 
or streaming media content to content consumer [Lagen^^eij teaches providing media 
per session: (football match: 0040) (live racing event: 0049)] [If a content-access-rights 
duration or expiration is defined, the assessment module will close the content stream 
to the user device accordingly: 0048]. 

1 .4 Claim 36 is also rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claim 1 
rejection. Modified network is computer based operation method and it is obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the. art that modified content provisioning system must be 
integrated with claimed medium storing executable instructions for performing claimed 
steps. 

1.5 Claims 2 & 18 are rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claims 1 & 17 
rejection because modified network teaches controlling the content deliver based on 
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control event initiated by the content consumer as claimed [LagenA/eij: (user is allowed 
to stop, pause and restart a stream: 0042)]. 

1 .6 Claims 3, 20 & 31 are rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claims 1 , 
17 & 28 rejection. Modified network teaches a plurality of content providers [Seago: 
Content providers 190: Figure 1]. 

1 .7 Claims 4, 7, 8. 19, 22, 29. 30 & 33 are rejected for the same reason as stated 
above in Claims 1, 17 & 28 rejection because modified network teaches denying the 
content delivery after authorized time duration is reached [LagenA/eij: (football match for 
60 minutes: 0040)] [If a content-access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the 
assessment module will close the content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048]. 
As stated above, because modified network teaches pay-per-time access service for 
streaming media sessions (such as streaming service for football match), it is obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art that modified network teaches as claimed in Claim 7 and 
Claim 8. 

1 .8 Claims 5, 21 & 32 are rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claims 1 , 
17 & 28 rejections. It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the modified network 
teaches communication between media server and digital rights server as claimed 
because modified network teaches provisioning user authorized time for accessing 
streaming data for different sessions [LagenA/eij: (football match for 60 minutes: 0040)] 
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[If a content-access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the assessment module will 
close the content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048]. 

1 .9 Claim 6 is rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claim 1 rejection 
because modified network teaches claimed [Lagenveij: (a certain position i.e., when the 
race ends: 0049)]. 

1.10 Claims 9, 10, 24 & 25 are rejected for the same reason as stated above in 
Claims 1 & 17 rejection. It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the modified 
network teaches communication between media server and digital rights server as 
claimed because modified network teaches provisioning user authorized time for 
accessing streaming data for different sessions [Lagerweij: (football match for 60 
minutes: 0040)] [If a content-access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the 
assessment module will close the content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048] 
based on modified digital right server and content media server. 

1.11 Claims 11, 12, 13 & 26 are rejected for the same reason as stated above in 
Claims 1 & 17 rejection. It is obvious that modified network teaches claimed digital right 
agent because content delivery is based on owner rights defined by content owner 
(second access operation) and content consumer rights purchased from service 
provider by content consumer [Seago: (Rights manager 170, Rights Granted 
Mechanism and Usage & Rights Reporting Mechanism 168)]. 
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1.12 Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claim 1 rejection. It 
is obvious that modified networl< teaches updating rights as claimed because modified 
network allow the content consumer to update their rights [Seago: 0025]. 

1.13 Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claim 1 rejection. It 
is obvious that modified network teaches the limitation as claimed because operator of 
the modified network is the content distributor which maintain the content consumer 
rights and deliver the content based on the stored content consumer rights. 

1.14 In light of 1 12 rejection stated above, claims 16, 23 & 34 are rejected for the 
same reason as stated above in Claims 1, 17 & 28 rejection. It is obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art the modified network teaches communication between media 
server and digital rights server as claimed because modified network teaches 
provisioning user authorized time (i.e., determining an amount of delivery time 
remaining) for accessing streaming data for limited time [Lagerweij: 0040)] [If a content- 
access-rights duration or expiration is defined, the assessment module will close the 
content stream to the user device accordingly: 0048] based on modified digital right 
server and content media server. It is obvious that modified network teaches requesting 
step as claimed in order to hold the content the delivery from the content server in 
operating pay-per-time content delivery service. 
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1.15 Claim 27 is rejected for the same reason as stated above in Claim 17 rejection. 
It is obvious that modified network teaches claimed associating step in order for the 
modified network to provide content delivery service based on content consumer access 
rights. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aung T. Win whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7549. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7503. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Aung T. Win 
Group Art Unit 2617 
October 15, 2007 
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